
~)ct 10, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

:1 ..

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legi timate use of cable TV cont,ent, I urge you to refuse requests for
'V'Jaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
~)the[ cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nm"" ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have..; dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
marv..et competilion prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legItimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (ll encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
lvailable. 1'he CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
VJil~ get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
cornpeti tion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

~eidi Fox
187 Pleasant St
Arlington, ~ffi 02476-8158

.. " _~-_ _._..--_ ----_._._--._..--



OCf_ 12, 2006

FCC Public Comments
440 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
ulternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits (l'encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the COmTIlission recognized the importance of allowing
consumerS to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
p~rticular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Jones
725 E Indiana Ave Apt 3
Spokane, WA 99207-2556
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Oct 11, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

7\:", a consumer interested ill protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
,,,aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
etfect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

NCJv! ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
joc~et no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
::::cnsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
':ompeti lion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
CO!~ipeti ti on.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sirlcerely,

Hr. Andrew Hogan
381 8th Ave S
Fargo, ND 58103-2825

--------~-~---



'Jet 11, 2006

FCC' Public Comments
44c 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

Ao Cl consu.mer int.erested in pro"'=.ecting competition, innovation, and
legi Umate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
Waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC'o "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their fe8t. long enough on competitive
21Lernatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
s.nd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
~,:arket compet,ition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
~bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

r::y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
~'articulac cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
rornpeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competi tion.

Please refuse request_s for ,..;aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .

Sincer-ely,

tn idn moore
226 Maple Ave
SmithtohTI, NY 11787-4530
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~::c:t 11, ;2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As d consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'V'iaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integrat.ion ban,lI which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

NUh' ten years after tJH2 Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
compani es have dragged t.heir feet long enough on cornpeti ti ve
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
-ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
The freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cablE3 providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refuse requests [or waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1)

Sincerel,,/ ,

Mr. justin sallusti
90 Kempton Ave Apt D
llarri3burg, PA 17111-3553



I:'L\' Public Cumments
445 12th Street SW
Washingtc1n, DC 20554
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"AS] consumer interested in prot,ecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'claivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
:=ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

'~)ct ::::,

Now ten years after the TelecOlrtlllunicatlons Act of 1996, caLle
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market compet.ition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competi ti_on spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
dvailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting !lon-infringing uses, and such restrictions
'dill get ever, '..JOrse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

lJlease reiuse requests for \vaivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sincerely,

Charles LeDuc
16794 190th Ave
Bloomer, WI 54724-4455
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Oct 20, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's lIintegration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competi tion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) .

Sincerely,

Mr. Griffon Walker
681 Santa Coleta Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3056



,t 12, 2006

j.,'ry' Public Comments
i4~ 12th Street sw

t\fashington, DC 20554
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As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
iegitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
Hdivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
i)ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
,?ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
aet-top boxes, remains good policy today.

~lme; ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
-'ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
::l.lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
3nd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
:narket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
~bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adapting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
Joc':Ket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
:::onsurneLS to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
:::c,mpeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
3vailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harrn consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
ccmpetition.

[;ledse refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Since.cely,

Mr. John Morton
~OO £ 17th St Apt 6£
New York, NY 10003-3613



('et 12, 2006

Lee Public Comments
~45 12th Street SW
L!\"C1s]-:ington, DC 20554

1',s d consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
v1aivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
p[fect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Nuw ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
":Olmpanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
:i:ternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
md harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help

]'ldrket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
~bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

~'1' adopting content protection limits (" encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
-, Jtlsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
~ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
ivailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harln consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
~ill get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
':ompeti tion.

Flease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(l).

S':n"erel'y·,

Mr. Robert Eckhoff
42 Butternut 1n
8ayville, NJ 08721-2180
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,>~-,t 13, 2006

I' CC Public Comments
445 12th Street sw
Washington, DC 20554

As .J. consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
'.!3ivers of 47 CFR 76,1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
(ither cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
2ffect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
~:et-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
:11 terna tiyes to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
d.Dd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
lnarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
~bility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

'i,y adopting content protecti on limits ("encoding rules") in
,iDcket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
'8nsumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a

p'3.rLicular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
,.::ompeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
"::he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
:tvaiJable. Tlll:~ CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
'[arm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
Ai'ill get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
=omr,eti tion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1),

Sincerely,

Mr. james macy
54 I.,ake Ave
I'O Pox 303
Oak Bluffs, MA 02557-0303

{,,ri). '-~f
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'--)rt 7, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
;:rJashington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
·vJaive.ls of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
~ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies LO integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good pOlicy today.

~ow ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
~ompanies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
3nd harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
Tarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
3Djlity to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
jocket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
:ansumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
~articular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
~ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
~he freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
Jvailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
~arm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please Lefuse requetits for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erica Erkkila
3755 N Creek Rd
Palmyra, NY 14522-9321

No of CDpi,,~ roc'd 11
lIst ABCDE ---!L__
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C.")ct 7, 2006

?CC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
~ashington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
I')ther cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
,HId harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
dbility to make legitimate use of recorded content.

3y adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
,-:ompeti ti on spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by

competition.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 lal Ill.

>-)incerely,

Mr. John Chmielewski
239 Peppertree Ct
Lake Mary, FL 32746-2532



Nov 28, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 la) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban,n which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
~lternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
3.nd harming consumers. The lIintegration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
'~ompetition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
3vailable. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
:ompeti tion.

~lease refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. A1exey Zi1ber
2547 E 16th St Apt 1
Brooklyn, NY 11235-3596

h!O <;
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Nov 8, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's Ilintegration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
:ompeti tion.

Please refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Williams
~O Box 507
Ralls, TX 79357-0507

~._-------



lJan 7, 2007

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554
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l\s a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and ~:fJ1~11
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's integration ban, which in effect
:equires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good poli~y today.

Comcast is my only option for receiving local stations since I can not
receive usable TV signal over the air. I am fed up with paying high
prices for programming and being forced to endure advertising on the
melius of my set top box. I would like to purchase my own DVR to
escape the problems with Comcast's DVR but I want be certain that my
investment will not be made worthless by restrictions Comcast will
lmp'JSe.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The integration ban will also help market
competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers' ability
to make legitimate use of recorded content.

Ey adopting content protection limits (encoding rules) in docket no.
97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing consumers
to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a particular cable
provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With competition spurred on
by the integration ban, consumers would have the freedom to choose the
least restrictive cable-compatible device available. The CableCARD
stdndard already prescribes restrictions that harm consumers by
limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions will get even
worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by competition.

PleasE-_' refuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1).

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitchell Davis
304 Martin Valley Rd
Wa1cand, TN 37886-2440

i-io of C~:oi("f~ rnc'd /l
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Oc1 20, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
'.'1ashington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legitimate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
luarket competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
competition spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
hdrm consumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please J:efuse requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (al (11.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent White
1331 Warrington Dr
}\ustin, TX 78753-4407

No. nf ('-'l;-'i._~
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Oct 20, 2006

FCC Public Comments
445 12th Street SW
Washington, DC 20554

As a consumer interested in protecting competition, innovation, and
legj.timate use of cable TV content, I urge you to refuse requests for
waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204 (a) (1) by NCTA, Charter, Verizon, and all
other cable providers. The FCC's "integration ban," which in
effect requires cable companies to integrate CableCARDs into their own
set-top boxes, remains good policy today.

Now ten years after the Telecommunications Act of 1996, cable
companies have dragged their feet long enough on competitive
alternatives to proprietary set-top boxes, thus hampering innovation
and harming consumers. The "integration ban" will also help
market competition prevent further restrictions on cable subscribers'
ability to make legitimate use of recorded content.

By adopting content protection limits ("encoding rules") in
docket no. 97-80, the Commission recognized the importance of allowing
consumers to make certain uses of TV content, regardless of a
particular cable provider's or copyright holder's wishes. With
cornpeti tion spurred on by the integration ban, consumers would have
the freedom to choose the least restrictive cable-compatible device
available. The CableCARD standard already prescribes restrictions that
harm conSumers by limiting non-infringing uses, and such restrictions
will get even worse if cable providers' set-top boxes are unchecked by
competition.

Please refusp requests for waivers of 47 CFR 76.1204(a)(1).

Sirlcerely,

Mr. David Gunnells
2115 Pine 1n
Hoover, A1 35226-2536

---_.__._--- ---..._-_._,--_._--_.


